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SPEECH 


OF 


IE.  HAYMOND,  OF  VIEGINIA, 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,  JANUARY  23,  1851. 


resolve<I  ‘‘self  into  Commit- 
Wko  e  on  the  state  of  the  Union 
floor  ^who  was  entitIed  to  the 

Indiana  rM  Cllai™a?>  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  [Mr.  Robinson,]  m  his  remarks  of  yes- 

St!offlS0ke  °J  thA  Want  of  system  in  the  Pen- 

ih  J!  *  Td  Smd  -that  there  “  n°  system  in 
that  office  whatever,  in  the  disposition  of  its  pa- 

K  °L  re£ulatlof  of  the  clerical  force;  and  that 
teJare  consequently  vgry  much  deranged.  He 

sioncrPnf  PS  °f-the  “competency  of  the  Commis- 
AutlZ  ^f,Pen?lons  fm' th®  proper  discharge  of  the 
duties  belonging  to  his  office.  He  said  that  he  did 

"otS°  t0  that  officer  to  make  his  inquiries,  but 

that  hi  IT  t°tt{je  Clerks  t0  §et  his  information— 
that  he  did  not  have  any  conversation  with  the 

th°a^HTner-that  he  asked  him  no  questions— 
that  the  Commissioner  did  not  intrude  upon  the 

telhng  them  Wllat  they  ou&ht  t0  do> 

or  what  they  ought  not  to  do.  Taking  all  these 

that^thl ‘r  consi.deratlon>  he  concludes,  therefore, 
nT  uu  pn.mmissioner  has  no  capacity  for  busi- 
13  the  whole  of  his  argument  to  prove 

dutLlhnfTmmm  S10nerr  °f  Pensions  is  unfit  for  the 
duties  of  his  office.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  reply 

LTSTm  W  thT  1  will>  h™ever,  saY 

his— that  if  Mr.  Heath  intruded  himself  ipon 
this  committee,  under  circumstances  of  this  char¬ 
acter,  he  would  have  lessened  himself  in  my  esti¬ 
mation  very  much.  y 

•I11'’  PCJBINSO]>L  *  did  not  state  that  the  com- 

iid  calIhUDon0tt,nf  "POn  4im'  The  “““Ittee 

CfhS’cH  SOt  a“  thC  “f0rma'- 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  Did  I  understand  the  gen- 
leman  from  Indzana  [Mr.  RoBmson]  to  say  that 

teller*1" with  thec°m- 

■^r*  ?°BINSON.  I  ^td  not  say  so.  The  com- 
Mw6  r?  . ®garal  conversations  with  him 

JWr?*0MD-i  -The  gent,em“  M- 

tia,  [Mr.  Robinson,]  in  speaking  of  the  delav  in 
isuing  these  warrants,  seems  to  attribute  it  tolhe 
ant  of  capacity  in  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
l  stranger  coming  here  and  who  had  heard  the 


speech  of  the  gentleman  on  yesterday,  withou! 
knowing  anything  of  the  facts,  would  have  sup- 
posed  that  Mr.  Heath  had  been  in  the  Pension 

lav  m  T  !heJaSt  three  years>  and  that  all  the  de- 
canacitv  06  WaS  occasioned  by  his  want  of 
capacity.  Any  one  ignorant  in  regard  to  thp 

matter,  would  have  supposed  from  the  gentleman’s 
lemarks,  that  the  present  Commissioner  held  his 

tZTuTvf  thH  laW  was  Passed,  and 

that  if  Mr.  Edwards  had  been  continued  in  office 

the  business  would  all  have  been  properly  conduct¬ 
ed.  But  what  are  the  facts  in  relation  to  this 
matter  ?  Mr.  Heath,  the  present  Commissioner 
entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  office  since  the 

Xlns>°f  ?°ngrefS-  He  had  only  been  hi  & 
office  a  few  days  when  the  committee  made  their 
investigation.  Mr.  Edwards,  the  former  Com¬ 
missioner,  in  regard  to  whom  another  gentleiTn 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Gorman]  passed  such  a  S 
eulogmm,  had  charge  of  the  Pension  Bureau  uv 
to  within  a  few  days  of  the  time  that  the  commit? 
tee  made  their  investigation.  If  the  papers  and 
busmess  of  the  Pension  Office  were  in  tlmt  miser- 
able  condition  as  represented  by  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Robinson,]  let  me^ask  who 

Mr^Heath  foj  r.esP°nsill!e for.lt >  Certainly  not 
rih  r’J  lie  has  been  in  office  but  a  few 

wards S*  Sn  f  ^  ^  Say  a?ainst  Mr.  Ed¬ 

wards.  So  far  as  I  have  had  any  business  to  tnn, 

act  with  him  in  his  office,  I  have  uniformly  found 
him  attentive  and  obliging,  and  he  transaefed  it  to 
my  entire  satisfaction.  u  n  to 

T’  ^  not  ke  necessary  for  me  to  sopiI- 
much  of  Mr.  Heath,  or  his  qualifications.  I  do 
not  know  what  object  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr  Robinson]  could  have  had  in  makin-  the  r^ 
marks  he  did  about  this  officer,  for  it  seems  tlvit  ht 
had  but  very  little  conversation  with  him,  and  con¬ 
sequently  could  know  but  very  little  in  regard  to  his 
capacity.  Let  me  say,  however,  in  regard  to  that 
gentleman,  that  in  the  State  of  Virginia  it  is 1 
necessary  to  speak  a  word  in  reference  to  Mr 
Heath  s  capacity  and  qualifications.  I  have  been 
acquainted  with  him  for  thirty  years  (dnrlZ 
which  time  he  has  been  the  First  Auditor  of  Vir? 
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ginia-,)  and  know  something  about  his  business 
.habits.  His  capacity  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
responsible  office  which  he  held  for  so  long  a  time, 
was  never  questioned  in  that  State,  by  either  po¬ 
litical  friends  or  opponents.  He  has  also  been  a 
distinguished  member  of  the  Board  of  Public 
Works,  and  has  discharged  other  important  public 
duties  in  that  State,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
people.  They  have  yet  to  discover,  that  the  man 
iii  whom  they  placed  so  much  conlidence  is  not 
competent  to  discharge  the  duties  of  almost  any 
office  in  the  disposal  of  the  Federal  Government. 
Yet  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Robinson,] 
who  had  so  brief  an  acquaintance  with  him,  and 
who  spent  but  little  time  and  had  but  little  conver¬ 
sation  with  him,  comes  to  the  conclusion,  and  pro¬ 
claims  it  to  the  world,  that  he  is  incapable  of  dis¬ 
charging  properly  the  duties  of  the  Pension  Office. 
The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  is 
the  first  to  discover  his  want  of  capacity,  or  to  im¬ 
peach  it  in  any  maryier. 

Mr.  Chairman,  whose  fault  is  it,  let  me  ask,  if 
papers  and  everything  relating  to  the  Pension  Of¬ 
fice  are  in  the  miserable  condition  represented  by 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana?  How  is  it  that  they 
were  found  in  such  a  deranged  condition  by  the 
committee  at  the  time  of  their  investigations? 
Mr.  Heath  had  been  in  office  but  a  few  days  at 
the  time  of  their  examination,  and  he  had  had  no 
time  to  arrange  the  papers  of  his  department.  If 
they  were  in  disorder  they  must  have  become  so 
under  the  administration  of  Mr.  Edwards,  the 
late  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  who  left  the  of¬ 
fice  but  a  week  or  so  before  this  investigation. 

I  have  made  some  inquiries  in  relation  to  the 
manner  of  conducting  the  business  in  the  Pension 
Office  within  the  last  few  days,  and  since  this 
matter  has  been  discussed  in  this  House;  and  the 
result  of  that  investigation  is,  from  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  I  have  been  able  to  obtain,  that  the 
clerks  are  all  actively  engaged.  More  than  one 
thousand  declarations  are  received  in  that  office 
daily,  and  distributed  to  the  various  clerks  who 
have  to  make  an  examination  of  them.  I 
understand  that  applications  of  Mexican  soldiers 
for  bounty  lands  to  which  they  are  entitled,  ap¬ 
plications  for  invalid  pensions,  and  other  applica¬ 
tions,  come  in  in  great  numbers  daily.  The  let¬ 
ters  are  thrown  together,  and  the  clerks  are  en¬ 
gaged  daily  in  assorting  and  sending  to  the  Third 
Auditor’s  office  such  papers  as  are  required  to  go 
there  to  be  examined  and  compared  with  the 
muster  rolls.  Yet  some  of  the  gentlemen  here 
seem  to  think  that  there  is  nothing  for  the  clerks 
to  do,  and  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  force  of  clerks.  They  seem  to  think  that 
only  one  clerk  can  be  employed  at  a  time  in  ex¬ 
amining  these  papers. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson] 
appears  to  be  impressed  with  a  belief,  that  until 
Ins  report  was  made  to  this  House,  there  was  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen¬ 
sions  to  carry  into  effect,  in  good  faith,  the  provis¬ 
ions  of  the  bounty  land  law.  He  seems  to  think 
that  his  report  has  stimulated  them  to  some  extent, 
for  he  says  they  have  commenced  issuing  warrants; 
that  they  have  gone  really  to  work;  that  the  plates 
arrived  from  Philadelphia  immediately  upon  the 
publication  of  his  report;  and  that  to  him,  there¬ 
fore,  belongs  the  credit  of  warrants  being  issued 
at  all.  The  gentleman  also  intimates  that  the  Sec¬ 


retary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Executive,  are  hos¬ 
tile  to  the  enforcement  of  this  law.  This  error  on 
his  part  arises  doubtless  from  what  took  place  a 
short  time  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress.  It 
was  said  then  that  some  defect  in  the  bounty  land 
law  had  been  discovered.  The  next  day  a  tele¬ 
graphic  dispatch  was  sent  to  Baltimore,  stating 
that  the  Executive  was  going  to  suspend  the  exe¬ 
cution  of  the  law  until  the  next  meeting  of  Cpn- 
gress.  I  was  here  for  two  or  three  days  after  the 
adjournment  of  Congress.  I  made  inquiry,  and 
found  that  there  was  no  truth  in  the  report  that 
the  Executive  was  intending  to  disregard  a  law  of 
Congress,  and  to  postpone  its  execution.  This 
idea,  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  made 
this  delay  for  the  purpose  of  retarding  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  lav/,  is  a  gross  fabrication  of  the  letter- 
writers. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson] 
complains  about  the  stringency  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
i  rior.  Why,  sir,  if  he  will  examine  closely  into 
this  matter,  he  will  find  that  they  are  not  as  strin¬ 
gent  as  those  which  have  been  adopted  heretofore 
by  the  former  Secretary.  I  understand  that  they 
were  prepared  by  the  former  Commissioner  of 
I  Pensions,  and  that  they  have  been  modified  by  the 
i  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  particularly  in  relation 
to  evidence  of  a  widow  to  prove  that  she  was  the 
wife  of  the  deceased  soldier. 

Mr.  ROBINSON.  Mr.  Edwards  testified  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  that  no  part  of  these  regulations 
and  rules  had  been  prepared  by  him — that  they  had 
been  made  without  his  knowledge.  Let  me  here 
remark,  while  upon  the  floor,  that  so  far  as  the 
Commissioner  was  concerned,  I  have  passed  no 
eulogium  upon  him.  On  the  contrary,  I  thought 
that  Mr.  Edwards  ought  to  have  been  removed. 
My  objection  to  Mr.  Heath  is  on  account  of  his 

8.2'C. 

’Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  would  like  to  know  of 
!  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  how 
I  old  a  man  must  be  before  he  is  unfit  for  office  ? 

Mr.  ROBINSON.  I  think  that  Mr.  Heath  has 
obtained  the  age  of  about  sixty. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  That  is  about  my  age. 
[Laughter.] 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson] 
seems  to  suppose  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  desired  to  prevent  the  carrying  into  effect  this 
bounty  land  law,  because  he  had  not,  without  the 
authority  of  law  or  precedent,  thrown  wide  open 
the  doors,  that  all  might  come  in  for  a  share  of 
this  bounty,  without  regard  to  the  character  of 
the  evidence  adduced  in  support  of  their  applica¬ 
tions.  This  gentleman,  and  others  upon  this  floor, 
complain  because  the  Secretary  has  made  those 
rules  and  regulations,  which  have  been  adopted 
!  heretofore  upon  the  same  subject,  and  which  have 
|  been  acted  upon  by  the  officers  of  this  Govern- 
j  ment.  Sir,  the  Secretary  acted  right.  If  the 
rules  of  evidence  that  have  been  observed  in  all 
time  past  by  the  Departments  are  to  be  changed, 
let  it  be  done  by  the  legislative  power,  and  not  by 
the  dictum  of  an  executive  officer. 

I  think  this  officer  acted  right  in  refusing  to 
assume  the  power  to  change  these  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations,  by  which  the  Department  has  been  here¬ 
tofore  guided.  It  seems  to  me  that  when  he  re¬ 
fers  that  matter  to  Congress— the  law  making 
power  of  the  country— *-he  acts  wisely,  much  more 
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so  than  if  he  were  to  assume  the  power  himself. 
Let  me  here  say  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  will 
not  oppose  the  execution  of  the  law.  I  am  au¬ 
thorized  to  say  that  he  will,  on  the  contrary, 
carry  out  cheerfully  the  intentions  of  this  bill,  if 
Congress  passes  it.  You  will  find,  on  comparing 
the  provisions  of  the  third  section  with  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
that  they  differ  but  very  little,  except  in  the  pro¬ 
vision  concerning  marriages.  I  do  not  know  why 
gentlemen  seek  to  impress  the  idea  upon  the  coun¬ 
try  that  the  Secretary  is  opposed  to  the  cllc^uiion 
of  this  law.  I  know,  sir,  that  the  Secretary  has 
used  a  great  deal  of  vigilance,  and  been  extremely 
desirous  of  carrying  out  its  provisions,  doing  all 
in  his  power  to  effect  a  speedy  and  just  execution 
of  the  law.  I  venture  to  say  that  you  will  find 
that  officer  willing  at  all  times  to  carry  into  effect 
the  laws  of  Congress  so  far  as  it  devolves  upon 
him  to  do  so. 

It  seems  that  any  officer  at  the  head  of  a  Bu¬ 
reau,  in  any  of  the  Departments,  if  he  happens  to 
be  from  Virginia,  cannot  transact  his  business 
without  censure  in  this  body.  I  have  been  sorry 
to  see  the  prejudice  manifested  here  against  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  Virginia  delegation  has 
been  doing  that  gentlemen  should  attempt  to  cre¬ 
ate  such  prejudice  here  against  the  State  of  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  her  sons  who  are  in  the  employment  of 
the  Government.  I  am  satisfied  that  those  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  are  in  the  Departments  from  Virginia 
will  compare  favorably  with  the  gentlemen  in  the 
Departments  from  the  other  States.  Why  is  this 
clamor  about  Virginia  and  Virginians  in  office? 
It  may  be  because  gentlemen  have  desired  the 
places  occupied  by  them  for  their  own  favorites 
and  pets  from  other  States.  I  will,  however,  not 
be  so  uncharitable  as  to  so  charge  them.  The 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Marshall,]  in 
his  remarks  the  other  day,  seemed  to  take  pleas¬ 
ure  in  censuring  the  Third  Auditor  in  regard  to 
the  claims  for  horses  said  to  be  lost  in  the 
Mexican  war.  He  says  he  never  heard  of  the 
claims  of  his  constituents  for  horses  lost  in  that 
war  being  decided.  The  same  officer  was  assailed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Haralson,] 
who  had  the  management  of  thirty-nine  claims  of 
the  same  character.  He  made  the  statement,  as  did 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Marshall,] 
that  he  had  never  heard  of  these  claims  being  de¬ 
cided.  I  recollect  of  hearing  a  like  declaration  from 
the  same  gentleman  during  the  last  session  of  Con¬ 
gress;  and  knowing  Mr.  Gallaher  well,  and  be¬ 
ing  well  acquainted  with  his  business  habits,  I 
went  up  to  his  office  to  make  inquiry  about  the 
matter,  and  was  informed,  if  I  recollect  rightly, 
that  my  friend  from  Kentucky  had  been  attending 
to  two  claims  for  horses  said  to  be  lost  in  the 
Mexican  war.  One  of  these  claims  had  been 
allowed  and  the  money  paid  over  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Marshall.]  Action  had 
been  delayed  on  the  other  at  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  to  give  time  to  pro¬ 
cure  additional  testimony,  if  the  information  given 
me  at  that  time  was  correct.  The  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  had,  then,  not  much  cause  of  com¬ 
plaint. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  in  his  remarks,  but  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  have  had  a  great  many  claims  in 


I  think  I  understood  the  gentle- 


my  charge,  from  my  constituents,  which  I  have 
presented  at  the  Third  Auditor’s  office,  and  yet 
not  one  of  those  claims  has  been  acted  upon  or 
allowed.  They  have  been  put  off  from  time  to 
time  by  those  connected  with  that  office  upon  the 
slightest  pretensions.  They  have  been  put  off  for 
the  most  contemptible  whims.  Some  of  those 
claims  were  for  soldiers  in  the  Mexican  war.  I 
believe  no  man,  however  meritorious  his  service 
may  have  been,  can  get  any  claim  allowed  unless 
he  happens  to  bring  proof  which  suits  the  whims 
of  that  officer — proof  more  stringent  than  would 
be  required  by  any  court  in  an)r  State. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  am  very  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  has  had  some  of  these  horse 
claims  under  his  charge.  He  is  the  first  gentleman 
on  this  floor  I  have  been  able  to  find  who  seems  to 
know  anything  about  them. 

Mr.  MOORE, 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hall]  to  say  that  not 
one  of  those  claims  had  been  acted  upon. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  that  not 
one  of  the  claims  had  been  acted  upon.  But  I  do 
say,  not  one  of  them  I  filed. 

Mr.  MOORE.  I  wish  to  say  that  some  of  these 
claims  have  been  acted  upon  and  allowed.  I  have 
some  eight  or  ten  of  them  in  my  drawer,  presented 
by  a  member  of  this  House,  which  have  been 
allowed. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  only  spoke  of  the  claims  which 
I  presented. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  referred  to  the  Georgia 
claims  in  the  remarks  I  was  making. 

Mr.  JONES,  (interrupting.)  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  have  had  some  experience  in  relation  to  the 
transaction  of  business  with  the  Third  Auditor, 
and  am  somewhat  acquainted  with  the  manner  in 
which  business  is  transacted  in  his  office.  As  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  judge  in  relation  to  that 
officer,  I  regard  him  as  a  very  clever  gentle¬ 
man,  who  is  disposed  to  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  promote  the  public  interest  and  settle  the 
claims  of  individuals  on  principles  of  justice  and 
equity,  as  far  as  his  action  on  those  claims  is  con¬ 
cerned.  But,  like  all  other  new  officers,  he  is  in¬ 
experienced;  and  more  than  this,  I  think  it  is 
unfortunate  for  him,  and  most  unfortunate  for 
the  claimants,  that  he  places  too  implicit  confi¬ 
dence  in  one  of  his  clerks,  a  Mr.  Gunton,  who, 
it  seems  to  me,  will  not  hear  anything  respecting 
a  claim  against  the  Government,  except  what  he 
wishes  to  hear.  When  he  takes  up  a  case,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  he  proceeds  with  its  investigation  until 
lie  finds  an  objection;  then  he  stops,  and  informs 
the  claimant  or  his  agent;  and  when  that  objection 
is  removed,  he  proceeds  with  his  investigation 
until  he  comes  to  another  objection  or  defect  in 
the  proof,  when  he  again  informs  the  claimant  or 
his  agent;  and  heproceeds  thus  until  all  concerned 
are  wearied  out,  and  regret  they  ever  had  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  the  case;  and  if  the  case  is  ever 
allowed,  it  is  not  till  years  after  it  has  been  filed. 
These  remarks  are  applicable  to  those  claims 
which  I  believe  are  under  the  charge  of  this  Mr. 
Gunton. 

Mr.  HAlt  MOND,  (in  continuation.)  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  have  no  objection  to  be  interrupted  ,■  but  I 
do  not  like  to  have  interruptions  which  last  an 
hour  at  a  time.  [Laughter.] 

I  was  speaking  of  those  Georgia  claims.  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr,  Hap.- 
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alson]  to  say  these  horse  claims  had  never  been 
decided.  A  remark  similar  to  this  was  also  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Marshall] 
the  other  day.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
taken  the  pains  to  examine  into  this  matter.  I 
went  to  the  Third  Auditor’s  office  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  and  I  learned  that  these  claims  had  been  ex¬ 
amined,  and  had  been  decided  and  rejected,  though 
perhaps  they  were  not  decided  precisely  as  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  would  have  wished. 
The  facts  were,  as  I  understood,  that  the  princi¬ 
pal  claimant  sold  the  horses  to  the  soldiers  during 
the  Mexican  war,  and  charged  them  $150  apiece 
for  them.  He  paid  $75  to  each  soldier,  who,  for 
the  said  sum  of  $75,  gave  a  receipt  for  the  $150  in 
full,  and  transferred  the  claim  to  the  claimant, 
and  the  claimant  demanded  from  the  Government 
$150  for  each  horse.  Thus  attempting  to  specu¬ 
late  magnificently  upon  the  poor  soldier  and  the 
Government,  and  to  establish  his  alleged  claim, 
and  obtain  payment  therefor  solely  by  his  own 
evidence.  This  being  the  case,  it  was  decided  he 
was  not  a  competent  witness  to  prove  and  sub¬ 
stantiate  the  claim  for  these  horses,  he  being  the 
prosecutor  of  the  claim  and  the  party  interested  in 
its  payment.  I  believe  this  to  be  the  case  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  principal  claims. 

Mr.  STEPHENS,  of  Georgia,  (interrupting.) 
I  would  inquire  what  class  of  claims  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  alludes  to? 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  To  the  thirty-nine  claims. 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  presume  my  colleague — 
though  I  do  not  know  which  of  my  colleagues  the 
gentleman  alludes  to — claims  compensation  for 
horses  lost  in  the  Mexican  war.  If  it  is  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  that  class  of  claims,  I  will  state  to  him  that 
I  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Third  Auditor  the  other 
day,  in  relation  to  some  claims  of  this  kind  which 
have  been  under  the  care  of  the  Third  Auditor  for 
more  than  two  years.  He  informed  me  that  not 
one  of  them  had  been  touched,  and  cannot  be 
touched  until  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  These  may  have  been  dif¬ 
ferent  claims.  I  was  informed  by  the  Third  Aud¬ 
itor  that  the  claims  to  which  I  alluded  have  been 
actually  decided,  and  decided  against  theclaimants. 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  think  they  are  the  only 
claims  that  have  been  presented  for  horses  lost 
in  the  Mexican  war  from  the  State  of  Georgia, 
and  these  claims  have  not  been  acted  upon.  A 
gentleman  from  Missouri  informs  me  that  there 
are  also  claims  of  this  description  in  the  Third  Aud¬ 
itor’s  office  from  that  State.  But  I  will  speak 
only  for  Georgia;  and,  in  relation  to  those  claims, 
I  repeat,  the  Third  Auditor  informs  me  that  they 
cannot  be  touched  till  after  the  adjournment  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  PI  ALL,  and  several  others,  desired  to  in¬ 
terrupt. 

Mr.  HAYMOND  refused  to  yield  the  floor,  and 
said,  One  at  a  time,  gentlemen.  Our  friends  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  Mr.  Chairman,  usu¬ 
ally  monopolize  the  time,  and  do  all  the  speaking 
here.  It  is  so  seldom  that  a  gentleman  on  this 
side  of  the  Plousecan  obtain  the  floor,  and  partic¬ 
ularly  myself,  that  I  am  not  willing  to  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  my  hour  by  such  frequent  inter¬ 
ruptions.  Sir,  they  frequently  transfer  the  floor 
from  one  to  another  for  a  considerable  time,  with¬ 
out  having  the  floor  assigned  to  them  by  the  offi¬ 
cer  presiding. 


Mr.  H.  continued.  I  will  say  to  gentlemen  from 
Missouri,  and  Tennessee,  and  Georgia,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky,  that  if  the  Third  Auditor  decides  their 
claims,  and  decides  them  wrong,  why  do  they  not 
come  out  before  the  country  and  prove  they  are 
wrong,  instead  of  abusing  the  officer  who  has 
made  the  decision  ?  Why  do  they  not  take  an  ap¬ 
peal  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  have  the 
decision  reversed? 

Mr.  HALL  said  they  could  not  get  an  appeal. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  am  no  lawyer,  but  I  pre¬ 
sume  gentlemen  have  a  right  to  appeal,  if  they  are 
not  satisfied  with  the  decision  made  by  the  Third 
Auditor  in  reference  to  their  claims. 

Mr.  DUNHAM.  Will  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  allow  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  cannot  yield  the  floor. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Mar¬ 
shall]  talked  about  his  claims,  last  Summer  some 
time,  when  this  question  was  before  the  House. 
Now,  as  I  have  before  remarked,  I  visited  the 
Third  Auditor’s  office  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
about  these  claims.  I  made  inquiry  in  relation  to 
these  Kentucky  claims,  of  which  the  gentleman 
speaks,  and  1  was  informed  that  one  of  these 
claims  had  been  decided,  and  another  had  been  laid 
aside  by  the  request  of  the  claimant,  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  procure  additional  testimony.  I  ask 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  if  I  am  right? 

Mr.  MARSHALL,  (interposing.)  The  ref¬ 
erence  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  the  claims 
I  have  submitted  to  the  bureau  of  the  Third  Audit¬ 
or,  affords  me  an  opportunity  to  say,  that  in  my 
remark,  that  “if  the  bureau  has  decided  a  lost 
horse  case  since  the  addition  of  the  clerical  force, 
it  has  not  been  my  good  fortune  to  know  the  fact, 
or  to  hear  of  it.”  I  may  have  gone  too  far.  I 
am  in  possession  of  the  fact  communicated  to  me 
by  the  Third  Auditor,  that  ten  cases,  submitted  by 
me  to  his  bureau,  were  allowed  on  the  1st  of  April , 
1850.  Now,  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  date  of 
the  law  allowing  the  increased  clerical  force,  and 
it  may  be  that  these  decisions  were  rendered  since 
the  passage  of  that  act.  The  fact  on  which  I  was 
commenting  was,  that  the  increase  of  clerical  force 
was  not  an  unerring  sign  that  the  business  of  the 
bureau  would  be  proportionably  expedited,  and 
the  exhibit  of  ten  cases  decided,  whether  before  or 
after  the  law,  cannot  affect  the  correctness  of  the 
position  taken. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  must  be  satisfied, 
from  the  concurring  testimony  of  the  gentlemen 
from  Georgia,  Missouri,  and  others,  who  have 
spoken  to  the  point  of  delay  in  the  business  before 
that  bureau,  that  he  has  stirred  up  a  hornets’ nest, 
which  he  should  not  have  provoked.  He  must 
be  satisfied  that  my  impressions  were  neither  pe¬ 
culiar  to  myself  nor  entertained  by  me  only.  I 
deem  it  due  to  myself  to  remark,  that  in  nothing  I 
have  said  in  regard  to  the  bureau,  did  I  design  to 
reflect  injuriously  upon  the  character  of  its  Chief 
as  a  gentleman,  or  to  assail  in  the  slightest  degree 
his  personal  integrity.  The  manner  of  dispatch¬ 
ing  the  public  business,  and  the  competency  of 
every  official  must,  of  course,  be  recognized  as 
falling  within  the  range  of  legitimate  remark.  I 
entertain  no  unkind  feeling  towards  any  of  the 
gentlemen  whom  I  alluded  to  in  my  speech  the 
other  day,  and  I  regret  that  my  opposition  to  the 
proposition  of  the  committee  should  have  de- 
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manded  the  observations  I  deemad  it  my  duty,  and 
within  my  province,  to  submit. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  understood,  the  other 
day,  that  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  came  here 
with  but  two  claims  which  his  constituents  had 
presented  him  with,  and  that  none  of  them  had 
been  decided.  I  am  glad,  now,  to  find  that  he  is 
here  with  ten  cases.  I  suppose  that  the  Third 
Auditor  has  gone  to  work  on  their  examination 
since  the  report  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
[Mr.  Robinson,]  and  the  speech  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky  himself  the  other  day. 
That  gentleman  says  the  Third  Auditor  deserves 
very  little  credit  for  deciding  only  ten  cases  out  of 
so  many  which  have  come  in  here  from  all  the 
States  in  the  Union.  Now,  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  infer,  that  because  these  ten  cases 
have  been  decided  that  no  other  cases  have  been 
decided.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
has  not  come  to  the  sage  conclusion,  that  because 
ten  cases  have  been  decided  for  him  that  no  other 
case  has  been  acted  upon 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  in  his  remarks 
the  other  day,  conveyed  the  idea  that  but  one  clerk 
could  be  properly  employed  in  the  Third  Auditor’s 
office  in  examining  the  rolls  at  the  same  time,  and 
therefore  this  additional  force  is  entirely  unneces¬ 
sary,  and  cannot  be  profitably  employed  in  that 
business.  Now,  I  supposed  the  gentleman  was 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  military  business  to 
know  that  there  is  at  least  one  book  for  every 
State,  and  that  one  clerk  can  be  employed  at  each 
book  in  examining  the  declarations  which  are  ne¬ 
cessarily  sent  to  the  Third  Auditor’s  office.  The 
gentleman  must  certainly  be  aware  that  these 
rolls  are  not  all  bound  up  in  one  volume  and  placed 
where  but  one  clerk  can  examine  them  at  a  time.  I 
think  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  manifested 
a  little  special  pleading  for  the  purpose  of  convict¬ 
ing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  having  unneces¬ 
sarily  and  improperly  appointed  this  additional 
clerical  force  when  he  had  nothing  for  them  to  do, 
and  which  would  have  certainly  been  the  case  if 
these  rolls  had  been  placed  in  such  a  condition  that 
but  one  clerk  could  examine  them  at  a  time,  as  the 
gentleman’s  remarks  would  seem  to  imply. 

I  presume  there  are  not  only  separate  books, 
containing  the  rolls  for  every  State,  but  for  every 
regiment.  I  recollect,  I  had  occasion  to  examine 
the  muster-roll  of  the  regiment  to  which  I  be¬ 
longed  in  the  war  of  1812.  This  roll  was  made 
out  by  myself,  and  there  were  not  only  a  separate 
roll  for  the  regiment,  but  for  every  company  in  the 
regiment.  I  do  not  know  how  this  may  be  in 
i  other  regiments,  but  I  am  sure  there  are  separate 
!  books  enough,  containing  these  rolls,  that  twenty 
or  thirty  clerks  might  be  profitably  employed  in 
their  examination  at  the  same  time.  I  understand 
fifteen  of  these  clerks  are  constantly  employed  in 
the  examination  of  these  rolls,  and  not  one  at  a 
:  time,  as  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  intimates. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  talks  about  econ- 
1  omizing — about  keeping  down  the  wasteful  ex¬ 
penditure  of  the  public  money.  It  seems  that  he 
'  intends  to  commence  his  economy  upon  this  bounty 
i  land  bill.  The  gentleman,  like  all  the  rest  of- us 
'  who  voted  for  that  bounty  land  bill,  is  extremely 
'  anxious  to  see  all  the  soldiers  who  are  entitled  to 
■  bounty,  get  these  warrants,  and  get  them  as  speed¬ 
ily  as  possible;  but  he,  unlike  many  of  us,  is  not 


willing  to  vote  the  necessary  force  for  issuing  the 
warrants. 

Now,  sir,  if  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
wishes  to  economize  in  the  expenses  of  Govern¬ 
ment — if  he  wishes  to  bring  tnis  Administration 
to  practical  economy — let  him  not  begin  by  refus¬ 
ing  to  sanction  the  appointment  of  a  few  clerks  to 
expedite  the  public  business,  and  expedite  the  is¬ 
suing  these  land  warrants  for  the  benefit  of  those 
soldiers,  whose  claims  on  the  Government  have 
been  so  long  deferred,  but  let  him  look  elsewhere. 
Let  him  look  at  the  vast  amount  of  money  which 
is  expended  annually  in  maintaining  our  Army 
and  Navy — at  the  vast  amount  of  money  expended 
in  erecting  fortifications,  which,  in  my  opinion, 
are  worse  than  useless. 

I  will  say  here,  that  I  voted  for  the  fortification 
bill  the  last  session  with  very  great  reluctance. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  I  voted  against  that  bill. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
voted  against  it,  for  I  believe  it  involved  an  ex¬ 
penditure  of  money  which  was  entirely  unneces¬ 
sary.  I  believe  it  was  only  calculated  to  give 
employment  to  men  who  have  been  living  upon 
the  Government  for  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  already  extended  my  re¬ 
marks  to  a  greater  length  than  I  intended.  When 
I  moved  that  the  committee  rise  on  yesterday  I 
had  no  intention  of  addressing  the  committee  at 
all.  But,  on  further  consideration,  I  deemed  it  my 
duty  to  submit  a  few  remarks  in  defence  of  the 
Third  Auditor,  whom  I  believe  has  been  unjustly 
and  unnecessarily  assailed  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND.  Will  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Haymond]  allow  me  to  make 
a  remark  ? 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  will  yield  the  floor  for  an 
explanation,  but  not  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
speech.  It  is  seldom  that  I  get  the  floor,  and  1 
dislike  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  HARALSON.  I  asked  the  privilege  of 
the  floor  for  an  explanation  a  few  moments  since, 
and  was  refused. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  will  yield  the  fipor  to  ihe 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Haralson.] 

Mr.  HARALSON.  During  a  temporary  ab¬ 
sence  from  the  House,  I  understand  allusion  was 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  certain 
claims  presented  by  citizens  of  the  State  of  Geor¬ 
gia  at  the  Third  Auditor’s  office,  and  that  he  made 
some  comments  upon  those  claims.  Not  hearing 
his  remarks,  I  shall  not  be  able  to  reply  to  them 
fully.  If  what  I  have  heard  from  others  as  to  the 
character  of  those  remarks  be  true,  I  can  only  say 
he  is  mistaken  as  to  the  facts.  The  justice  of 
these  claims  will  be  vindicated  and  sustained  at 
the  proper  place  and  time.  The  report  upon  the 
claims  presented  from  my  district  in  Georgia  was 
made  after  the  claims  had  been  filed  nearly  two 
years.  As  that  report  has  been  sent  to  the  claim¬ 
ants,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  recollect  the  points 
decided  in  the  various  cases.  The  length  of  time 
these  cases  remained  unattended  to  in  that  office 
is  the  matter  of  which  I  think  those  claimants  had 
reason  to  complain.  Those  claims  were  either 
neglected,  or  there  must  have  been  a  press  of  busi¬ 
ness  in  that  office,  which  called  loudly  for  the 
legislation  of  Congress  to  afford  the  clerical  force 
sufficient  to  have  that  business  transacted .  Taking 
the  more  liberal  view  of  this  subject,  at  last  ses¬ 
sion  I  cheerfully  voted  for  nine  additional  clerks 
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for  that  office.  I  expected  when  these  additional 
clerks  were  appointed,  to  see  some  greater  prog¬ 
ress  made  in  this  business.  Learning,  however, 
during  the  last  session,  that  there  had  been  but 
little  progress  made,  and  as  the  settlement  of  three 
months’  extra  pay  to  the  soldiers  of  the  Mexican 
war  had  been  transferred  from  the  Pay  Depart¬ 
ment  to  the  Second  Auditor,  I  did  seek  to  have 
the  claims  for  lost  horses  also  added  to  the  duties 
of  that  office,  as  a  matter  of  greater  convenience  to 
the  claimants,  and,  as  I  believed,  to  the  promotion 
of  the  public  interest.  Neither  in  this  nor  in  any 
other  matter  have  I  intended  to  reflect  on  the  offi¬ 
cial  character  or  conduct  of  the  Third  Auditor.  I 
make  no  charge  against  that  officer.  As  far  as 
his  deportment  as  a  gentleman  is  concerned,  I 
must  say  he  has  always  treated  me  politely. 
Whenever  I  had  occasion  to  call  upon  him  for  the 
purpose  of  transacting  business  in  his  office,  I  have 
been  treated  by  him  with  uniform  courtesy  and 
kindness.  It  was  of  the  delay  in  the  adjudica¬ 
tion  of  the  claims  I  believed  I  had  reason  to 
complain,  and  this,  I  think,  was  more  properly 
chargeable  to  an  old,  and,  as  I  believe,  ineffi¬ 
cient  clerk  at  the  head  of  the  bureau  where  these 
claims  are  audited.  If  I  would  blame  the  Third 
Auditor,  it  would  be  for  keeping  such  a  subal¬ 
tern  in  his  office  as  a  clerk.  It  Is  unfortunate 
for  the  claimants  that  the  Third  Auditor  seems 
to  have  unbounded  confidence  in  this  clerk — a 
clerk  who,  from  my  observation  and  in  my  be¬ 
lief,  is  less  anxious  to  ascertain  the  true  merits  of 
a  claim  than  he  is  to  find  some  objection  to  it. 
This  I  believe  to  have  been  the  case  with  some  of 
the  claims  from  Georgia.  They  had  been  filed 
some  fifteen  months,  as  well  as  I  remember,  with¬ 
out  any  action  on  them.  I  became  tired  of  giving 
excuses  for  it  to  the  claimants,  who  were  fre¬ 
quently  inquiring  by  letter  for  the  causes  of  the 
delay.  And  I  did  everything  but  take  up  my 
lodgings  at  that  office  to  get  them  taken  up.  I 
even  threw  away  all  delicacy  and  importuned  for 
a  decision.  The  report  finally  came  against  all 
the  claims — some  rejected,  and  the  balance  sus¬ 
pended,  most  of  them  being  only  suspended.  The 
name  of* the  Third  Auditor  was  appended  to  the 
decision  or  report;  but  I  will  do  him  the  justice 
to  say,  I  doubt  whether  he  ever  looked  into  it 
himself.  I  think  he  left  the  matter  entirely  to  the 
care  of  his  clerk.  I  make  the  remark  in  no  un¬ 
kindness  to  the  Third  Auditor,  for  it  cannot  be 
expected  that  he  can  carefully  examine  every  re¬ 
port  made  by  his  clerks,  although  it  is  made  his 
duty  to  sign  it.  I  believe  he  has  the  capacity  to 
decide  the  claims  correctly  if  he  had  examined 
them  himself.  It  is  to  his  unbounded  confidence 
in  a  clerk,  who  I  believe  to  be  totally  unsuited  to 
his  place,  that  I  have  reason  to  complain,  and  so 
long  as  he  remains  at  his  desk  to  decide  upon 
these  claims,  I  have  but  little  hope  of  ever  receiv¬ 
ing  any  favorable  action  upon  the  claims  coming 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  The  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  has  made  a  sufficient  explanation  in  relation  to 
those  horse  claims. 

Mr.  HARALSON.  Not  at  all.  I  am  not  yet 
through. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  am  disposed  to  give  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  all  the  time  he  desires  for 
explanation. 

Mr.  HARALSON.  I  was  proceeding  to  say 


I  had  well-nigh  lost  all  hope  of  the  final  settlement 
of  these  claims;  for  if  I  remember  correctly,  one 
of  the  decisions  of  the  clerk  (once  overruled  by 
the  Third  Auditor,  but  again  adhered  to  in  the  re¬ 
port  upon  the  cases)  requires  a  specific  statement 
m  detail  by  the  captain  of  all  the  facts  stated  by  the 
claimant — a  repetition  of  them,  as  I  understand  it, 
instead  of  a  general  verification  of  the  facts  stated 
by  the  claimant.  The  captain  having  removed  from 
Georgia,  makes  the  expense  and  trouble  of  prepar¬ 
ing  the  evidence  to  suit  the  taste  of  Mr.  Gunton 
too  great  to  be  undertaken  upon  so  great  an  uncer¬ 
tainty.  Although  greatly  discouraged  in  my  hope 
for  these  claims,  in  the  present  state  of  things,  I 
will,  however,  cooperate  with  those  who  think  a 
still  greater  number  of  clerks  are  wanting  in  that, 
office.  I  shall  withhold  nothing  which  may  be 
asked  for  to  expedite  the  adjudication  and  settle¬ 
ment  of  these  claims,  or  any  other  claims  in  any  of 
the  offices,  against  the  Government.  As  additional 
duties  and  labors  have  been  imposed  upon  the 
Third  Auditor’s  office,  by  the  necessary  investiga¬ 
tions  growing  out  of  the  act  of  28th  September 
last,  I  consider  it  proper  to  give  him  additional 
force,  and  will  so  vote. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  believe  now  that  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  I  was  right  in  what 
I  stated  in  relation  to  this  matter:  That  these 
thirty-nine  claims  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
[Mr.  Haralson,]  presented  at  the  last  session, 
have  been  decided  against  him .  It  may  be,  because 
Georgia,  not  being  so  successful  as  she  had  been 
upon  another  memorable  occasion,  in  obtaining 
money  from  the  Treasury,  he  comes  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  Third  Auditor  hss  not  done  his 
constituents  justice.  I  believe  that,  although  Geor¬ 
gia  had  been  knocking  at  the  public  Treasury, 
these  claims  from  Georgia  have  been  decided 
against  the  claimant. 

In  many  of  these  cases  which  members  of  Con¬ 
gress  present  to  the  Third  Auditor,  and  in  the 
presentation  of  which  they  are  interested,  they 
not  only  piress  the  Auditor  to  decide  in  their  favor, 
but  urge  him  to  take  them  out  of  their  turn.  Be¬ 
ing  members  of  Congress,  they  think  that  this 
preference  should  be  given  them  over  other  citi¬ 
zens.  Why,  I  was  told  by  the  Third  Auditor, 
that  before  he  had  been  confirmed  by  the  Senate, 
a  member  of  Congress  went  to  him,  and  threat¬ 
ened  that  he  would  complain  to  the  Senators,  if 
he  did  not  take  his  case  out  of  its  turn.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  reason  why  the  Third  Auditor  has 
decided  these  claims  agains  this  gentleman’s  con¬ 
stituents,  or  other  gentlemen’s  constituents  is, that 
in  many  cases — in  a  very  large  proportion  of  them, 
where  the  soldiers  have  lost  their  horses,  they 
have  received  their  money  from  the  Government, 
while  in  Mexico,  and  afterwards,  they  come  here 
and  ask  to  be  paid  for  them  again.  I  understand 
that  is  one  reason  why  many  of  these  claims  have 
been  rejected.  In  relation  to  those  thirty -nine 
claims,  I  find  from  the  explanation  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Haralson,]  that  what  I 
stated  was  entirely  correct.  These  are  the  cases  of 
which  the  gentleman  complains  as  not  having 
been  decided  by  the  Third  Auditor  in  his  speech 
the  last  Summer.  The  gentleman  wanted  to  take 
away  some  of  the  duties  of  that  officer  and  trans¬ 
fer  them  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Clay¬ 
ton,  the  Second  Auditor,  who  always  gives  right 
decisions.  I  have  no  doubt  he  is  a  very  fine  officer. 


t  have  no  fault  to  find  with  him,  for  I  think  him 
one  amongst  the  best  officers  of  the  Government. 

o  v 

But  I  think  there  are  people  in  the  other  States  who 
will  do  business  as  well  as  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  The  facts  in  regard  to  the  decision  of 
these  claims,  I  understand  #to  be  that  they  have 
been  decided  against  the  claimants,  for  the  reasons 
I  have  stated,  and  no  appeal  has  been  taken; 
which  is  to  some  extent  evidence  the}''  were  de¬ 
cided  rightly. 

Mr.  HARALSON.  Do  I  understand  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  to  say,  that  all  these  claims 
are  decided  against  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
been  paid  in  Mexico  ? 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  am  not  certain  that  all 
these  thirty-nine  claims  were  refused  to  be  allowed 
upon  the  ground  that  the  gentleman  who  fur¬ 
nished  the  horses  was  the  main  witness  to  estab¬ 
lish  the  propriety  of  allowing  these  claims.  I  un¬ 
derstood  he  had  purchased  one  or  more  of  them 
at  something  like  half  the^nominal  value,  and  had 
given  his  certificate  certifying  as  to  the  justice  of 
these  claims.  The  Third  Auditor  decided,  and  I 
think  rightly,  that  the  evidence  of  this  party 
was  inadmissible,  as  he  was  the  only  party  in  in¬ 
terest,  as  to  the  case  or  cases  that  had  been  trans¬ 
ferred  to  him. 

Mr.  HARALSON.  He  held  no  interest  in  any 
of  the  claims  presented  by  me. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  With  the  permission  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Haymond,]  I  de¬ 
sire  simply  to  make  a  remark  or  two  in  relation  t© 
the  matter  of  appeal  in  the  cases  from  the  decision 
of  the  Third  Auditor. 

There  is  no  such  right  in  existence.  I  have 
tided  it  myself.  In  a  case  which  I  had  myself,  not 
being  satisfied  with  the  decision,  I  appealed  to  the 
Secretary  of  War.  Upon  an  examination  of  the 
case,  he  refused  the  appeal,  and  took  the  ground 
that  he  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  decision  of  the 
Auditor.  Being  under  the  apprehension  that  the 
decision  of  that  officer  was  not  correct,  I  took  the 
case  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
presented  my  reasons  for  not  being  satisfied  with 
the  decision.  He  seemed  to  concur  with  me.  The 
case  was  finally  referred  to  the  Attorney  General, 
who  made  a  decision  that  there  was  no  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  Auditor. 

Mr.  HAYMOND.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  decisions  to  which  the  gentleman  refers. 

I  know  that  there  were  appeals  taken  from  the  de-  j 


cision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions.  f  It  was 
my  impression  that  there  were  appeals  taken  from 
the  decisions  of  all  the  Bureaus — certainly  they 
should  be  allowed.  Well,  sir,  my  opinion  is,  that 
these  gentlemen  members,  who  are  attending  to 
these  claims,  are  anxious  to  have  this  money  al¬ 
lowed  to  ^lieir  constituents,  whom  they  represent, 
and  therefore  they  believe  that  their  claims  and 
vouchers  are  sufficient  to  authorize  the  officer  to  de¬ 
cide  favorablyfor  the  applicants,  without  due  con¬ 
sideration  and  without  proper  reflection. 

The  reason  why  the  Third  Auditor  rejects  so  ma¬ 
ny  of  the  horse  claims,  is  the  fact,  that  the  claimants 
sold  their  horses  to  the  Government,  and  receiving 
full  pay  for  them,  they  now  desire  to  have  their 
horses  paid  for  again,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
lost.  For  the  above  reasons  a  large  number  of 
these  claims  have  been  rejected.  Here  are  three 
or  four  cases  provided  for  by  law,  in  which  claims 
for  horses  are  allowed.  A  law  of  Congress  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  payment  of  claims  for  horses  that  are 
lost.  One  case  is,  in  which  the  horse  is  killed  in 
battle;  another,  where  he  dies  of  wounds  received 
in  battle;  another,  where  he  is  turned  out  to  the 
commons,  by  order  of  the  commanding  officer, 
and  is  lost;  and  the  fourth  is,  where  he  dies  for 
want  of  sufficient  provender  being  furnished  by  the 
Government.  These  are  the  four  cases  provided 
for  by  law,  where  horses  that  are  lost  are  paid  for, 
according  to  my  present  recollection.  I  appeal  to 
gentlemen  to  say,  whether  a  soldier  who  has  lost 
his  horse  from  any  other  cause  than  those  I  have 
mentioned,  would  be  entitled  to  compensation  under 
the  existing  laws. 

I  ask  whether  it  is  right  that  he  should  demand 
compensation  from  this  Government,  under  any 
other  circumstances  than  those  specified  by  law? 
If  this  law  is  not  sufficiently  broad  in  its  terms 
to  cover  such  cases  members  desire  should  be 
paid,  let  the  law-making  power  make  the  neces¬ 
sary  amendments,  but  do  not  require  the  heads  of 
bureaus  to  usurp  high  powers  by  taking  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  and  allowing  claims  not  authorized  by  law 
to  be  paid. 

If  you  present  a  case  that  does  not  come  within 
the  provisions  of  the  law  and  insist  on  its  pay¬ 
ment,  you  ask  that  officer  to  grant  demands  which 
he  is  not  authorized  to  grant,  and  the  granting  of 
which  would  justly  render  him  obnoxious  to  all 
wise  and  just  men. 
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